General and to the Security Council information as to what
troops they have on the territories of other United Nations,
In reply to this, as you know, came a statement on the
part of the Government of the United States. Mr. Austin,
speaking at the General Assembly, declared that the United
States of America would not object to discussing this ques-%
Won at the General Assembly.
At the same time, he proposed that the question be
extended, and presented two new proposals.
Mr. Austin proposed, firstly, that information regarding
the troops of United Nations be submitted not only in
relation to the territories of other United Nations, but also
in relation to former enemy states. He proposed, secondly,
that information be submitted regarding the troops of Unit-
ed Nations which are stationed at home. The Soviet dele-
gation replied affirmatively on both these questions, although
its reply did not entirely coincide with the proposals of
the United States Government.
Take the question of Allied troops on the territories of
former enemy states. That question is clear enough with-
out any new information. The presence of Allied troops
on the former enemy territories is provided for in the
armistice terms. Hence, the Soviet Government saw no
reason for raising this question on a par with the question
of the presence of Allied troops on the territories of other
United Nations. Inasmuch as the terms of armistice with
each of the defeated states were signed not by one, but
by several Allied states, and, furthermore, were made pub-
lic for general information, everybody knows on what
grounds Allied troops are maintained on the territories of
the former enemy states.
More, the Allies are now engaged in drawing up peace
treaties. And these peace treaties, in their turn, contain
the clear provision that (after their conclusion the Allied
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